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With this issue of 'The Heavy Stuff 
the Class War Federation has a new 
editorial group, and we’ve made a few 
slight changes to the format of the 
magazine. We have introduced 
'Question Time' - this is precisely what 
it says: you, the reader, write in with any 
nagging doubts or questions you have 
about our politics, and we attempt to 
answer them. In this issue we answer 
questions on the Poll Tax. 

We have also introduced a ‘Letters 
Page' where you can take issue with 
any of the articles or letters that appear 
in The Heavy Stuff. In this issue Sean 
Riley, the author of The Middle Class' in 
Heavy Stuff 3, faces criticisms such as: 
that by using crude generalisations, he 
is in danger of stifling further debate. 
Whilst both the letter and the reply are 
very long, we ask readers to use their 
common sense when writing - if not, we 
will edit them accordingly. 

Last, but not least, is another new 
feature, ‘This is Class War’, by our 
National and International Secretaries - 
just to let you know what we’ve been 
doing. We wouldn't want you to be 
misinformed! 

While the editorial policy of The 
Heavy Stuff remains: 

"The views expressed in these 
articles are those of the people who 
wrote them and not necessarily 
those of the Class War Federation”, 
we would like to break down the 
distinction between reader and writer. 
The best way to do this is to create a 
feeling of ongoing discussion. The 
reader should be considering the argu¬ 
ments and then writing what they think 
of them. This can be done with "Letters 
Page’, 'Question Time’, and more effec¬ 
tively, articles can be made up from 
many people's contributions. 

We recognise that not everyone has 
the skills and confidence to write com¬ 
plete articles. The thoughts behind our 
anger need to be documented and 
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communicated. This can be done by 
interviews with groups or individuals, 
recordings of discussions, semi-written 
articles or scribbled notes. In some 
ways it makes our job harder, but ifs 
much more interesting. The article, 
‘Mutual Aid and Community Care' 
was the first of many that we hope to 
publish, using these methods. 

We return at a time when interest 
and enthusiasm in the politics of the 
Class War Federation is overwhelming. 
We do, however, apologise to our read¬ 
ers for the gap between issue 3 and 4. 
Having spent much of our time and 
energy consolidating our success, we 
now have a paper that is not only en¬ 
thusiastically read the length and breadth 
of the country, but is influencing the 
growth and direction of political move¬ 
ments East and West, hence our Inter¬ 
national Conference. 

While our disagreements with the 
Left usually centre around the role of the 
revolutionary party (and, as promised, 
we continue our series on class), Jon 
Barr questions Marx's analysis of class 
and economics in 'Question Marx’, and 
asks what happened to the inevitable 
collapse of world capitalism (or is it just 
around the corner?). 

Propaganda is one of the things that 
Class War is most successful at. Neil 
Warne looks at the relationship between 
the ruling class, Language and Power. 
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We believe language is power and 
we must smash the power of those who 
use it to oppress us. 

With high unemployment, a healthy 
working class is no longer required. 
Witness the downgrading of our NHS, 
coupled with the poll tax capping of 

local councils, councils implement¬ 
ing cuts to avoid capping or facing 
potential bankruptcy d ue to uncollectable 
poll tax. Dave Franklin, in ‘Mutual Aid 
and Community Care', looks not only at 
the way disabled people are discrimi¬ 
nated against, but outlines the duty of 
our communities to those whose needs 
for care and consideration are greater 

than ours in the present pre-revolu¬ 
tionary society. 

‘What’s on the End of the Stick, 
Mick?* was originally a letter sent to 
Class War in response to letters that 
appeared in Class War, concerning the 
IRA/lrish issue. With the cooperation of 
the author, Micky McGuinnes, we have 
turned the letter into an article. We 
welcome further feedback on the sub¬ 
ject, but please keep it constructive. 

Let it be known that the Class War 
Federation’s theory is not dogma, we 
are not writing the one true gospel. Our 
ideas are in a constant state of devel¬ 
opment and reassessment. Nor is our 
theory the creation of a single mind or 
ruling clique. It is the product of all our 
membersand, of course, new members 
bring new experiences and new ideas. 

Eventually contributions will come 
not just from members but from the 
class as a whole. Once a theory is 
developed from the majority, the revo¬ 
lution will take place.-Simple! 

Please note...all correspondence 
should be sent to the Tyneside address 
(notthe London address). Limited stocks 
of Heavy Stuffs 1,2 & 3 are still available , 
all priced at £1 + large SAE. 

RAGE ON... 

THE HEAVY STUFF POSSE 
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Class and ail that Jazz 

A class is a group of people in a 
similar position, whose interests are 
similar economically, politically and 
socially. Since World War II we’ve been 
told: "We've never had it so good", that 
we'll all be rich, thanks to the “white-hot 
heat of technology", that "we’re all middle 
class". Yet in our lives we are well aware 
thatthe class nature of society remains. 

In Britain class is often portrayed as 
a British disease, yet it exists across the 
world. Class is not only about a set of 
manners and a particular accent: it is 
the product of economics and politics. 
The last 400 years has seen the rise of 
the capitalist ruling class. Before this 
there were two main classes. In this 
feudal period there was an aristocratic/ 
church ruling class and a peasant class. 

The development of trade and factory 
production saw the rise of a new class 
drawn from the artisans, merchants, 
and parts of the old ruling class. The 
new class controlled and developed 
industry. They controlled the means of 
production and distribution. This 
entrepreneurial middle class fought to 
become the ruling class. 

The nineteenth century and the 
industrial revolution saw its final rise to 
world power. 
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Alongside the victory of the new 
capitalist ruling class, the peasant class 
was pushed off its land and forced into 
the factories of the capitalist class. It 
developed into the working class. A 
class without access to its land, forced 
to sell itsJabour. 

The increased competition between 
capitalist entrepreneurs guaranteed an 
expansion of capitalist production. If 
the capitalist did not invest, and cut 
costs by economies of scale, then in the 
long term they would be forced out of 
business. This meant a growing working 
class. 

The Ruling Class’ State 

Every ruling class requires a State. 
A State is a body of organisation needed 
to control those who the ruling class 
rule, to ensure the smooth running of 
the class society. In feudal times this 
involved an army and tax men etc. The 
rise of the capitalist ruling class, the 
increased complexity of life and 
increased working class resistance has 
seen a greater need for State control. 
The State is now a major employer. 

Within it are the forces of control: 

the police, the army, politicians etc. 
Useful organisations to sugar the bitter 
pill of a class society: a health service, 
dustbin men etc., and groups with dual 
roles involved in control, and providing 
needed services, such as teachers and 
social workers. 


In the nineteenth century, as the new 
ruling class' imposed its capitalist 
economic system upon much of the 
world, a period of bitter class struggle 
developed. The working class attacked 
the capitalist class. Prior to capitalism 
the peasant class had attempted to 
overthrow its controllers, the aristo- 
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-cratic ruling class, eg the peasants 
revolt of 1381 in Britain.The 
development of the working class made 
such an overthrow appear more likely. 

Although the working class were not 
serfs like the peasant class, they were 
slaves to wage labour. Factory work 
saw the growth of large cities and large 
working class communities who suffered 
similar conditions. 

Mass printing and the need of industry 
to develop an educated working class 
saw a working class with more access 
to new ideas and more able to spread 
their ideas. The working class, from its 
experience, saw it had a common 
experience and a common interest in 
destroying class society, and, most 
importantly, the ruling class. 

It was at this point in Europe {where 
the rise in the capitalist ruling class first 
appeared) thatthe working class evolved 
new ideas and began to test its strength 
around the working class struggle. The 
new Ideas of Socialism, Anarchism and 
Communism were bom. 

While in previous societies, the 
peasant class had fought to overthrow 
its rulers and build a classless society, 
only at this point in history did these 
ideas gain coherence and various 
strategies. 

It was at this time that a new middle 
class began to be formed out of the 
working class. A class of clerks, 
(managers, bureaucrats, shopkeepers 
etc.) who enabled the ruling class to 
ensure a smoothly-run society, and also 
develop a mass consumer market to 
supply back to the working class the 
goods they had produced. 

Around this class, and from dissident 
elements of the old aristocratic ruling 
class and the new ruling class, a set of 
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French Revolution. Similarly in the 
Russian Revolution: the working class 
was ultimately pushed back from 
achieving the classless society it had 
attempted to create. 

In the main, the middle class sides 
with the established; ruling class. As a 
class, in a revolutionary situation, it may 
move towards the working class. Until 
its class privileges are destroyed, it is 
always possible that the middle class 
will try to become the new ruling class. 

Ilia Working Class 

The development of capitalism 
means thatthe definition of of the working 
class as the proletariat, the wage 
labourers, is redundant. 

The working class is a section of 
wage labourers. It is the vast majority 
who have no power in this society, who 
are excluded from control. It includes all 
those in the reserve labour pool (the 
unemployed) and those who keep the 
workers alivetoguaranteeafuture labour 
pool (wives, partners, mothers and 
children). 

The working class had wide 
differences within it, but remains 
potentially united, as it has no guarantee 
of maintaining any of the limited gains 
that part of the class has made. One 
part of the working class can only ensure 
to keep its gains if it can guarantee that 
the rest of the class can keep theirs. 

If the working class is divided, as a 
whole it is weakened. One section can 
be played off against another. It has a 
common interest, worldwide, in 
displaying solidarity in its fight against 
the ruling class, Therefore it has no 
interest in supporting one nation State 


and its ruling class against 
another.Many, when faced with talk 
about the ruling class, cannot bjslieve 
there is a conspiracy between 
Gorbachev, ICI, George Bush, BP Oil, 
John Major etc. Or previously between 
Ford Motors, Hitler, Stalin and Churchill. 

The important thingto remember is 
that the ruling class is united in one 
thing: its wish to control the working 
class and ensure the smooth running of 
its continued domination. If economics 
(World Wars I and II) or politics (The 
Falklands/MaJvinas) require war, then 
the ruling class will happily send its 
workingdass to die, to defeat a weaker 
part of the ruling class. 

The Working Class 


There are many parallels with 
Saddam Hussein’s attempts to create 
an li^qMelliiiic woHd ppwer: the 

ma$s ; Sieuf lOtwhotesecItens of the 
lraqt,':kyj^i^i^ classes 

wasignorel ;|| the worid^S rutfeg class. 
Butwhen economic powerwas atstake, 
the::gUnS::^|;ii3Ut V..,. ■ 


The rise of Fascism in the 1930s 
gives a clear exarn|fe of this: the 
attempt by the German and Japanese 
ruling classes tc become the dominant 
part of the world’s ruling class was 
unacceptable to Britain, a dying \ 
power, and the USA, the dominant world 
power. 

For that reason, the Fascists were 
fought and defeated. Many working 
class people believed they were fighting 
to save the Jewish working class. They 
fought for that reason, the ruling class 
did not! 


There are 3 main classes in the 
present capitalist society. Some embers 
remain of the past feudal society (a 
peasant class and an aristocratic ruling 
class). The peasantclasswill, over 
time, be swallowed up intoithe working 
class: it will be forced off its land and 
into waged labour. Its interests lie with 
the working class. 

The working class is the main 
revolutionary class, as its interest is to 
overthrow all dominating classes and 
to forge a classless society. 
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rulinll^s^ai^aitillbbtrol: iftialOth 
Cerjiii^;:has : seen|; ;^;; : ^fi:icul&ii^rHuge:; 
devbjdp:ment of the State . The periodic 
upsahddowns of tfie capitalist world 
has increased itsimportance. 

The working class would never have 
put u| with the last lOOyears, had it not 
bee|;Imbshed'dbib; physidiillfaitpy. 
polidliteJ or at other times been 
guaranteed the means of survival (the 
WelfaH fjtate). 

t|e|^tate also allows major figures 
in the mling class to regulate the irrational 
parts of the marketeconomy: the most 
extreme forms of this were seen in the 
USSR, fascist Germany, and Britain 
during Wqrld War II; in such itinries, 

is^^iltehed 

tdfpitfiahd cllfillt ecohli|;:::t:he 
ruli^i^ss; wittit^;;lit^;state r gi#partte es 
a strict: control. 

j^itich-a mixture of market' and 
command economies has becpme the 
dominant capitalist economic 
organisation.. 
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The State changed with the end of 
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feudalism. Originally,the aristocrats 
forged■ a"'State' based cn jtheir ■'divine 
right' to rule. It therdfore included all 
firms 6f thechurchl; ^entheeapitaiist 
cias^ : sei^ 

such ineylabilities :; r | i^jexpnde^itie 
rale ; cili;S|atet^dhia}l redf giflri 
- the Statfl'kiidw'far: m|fe,edm|f||||s 
the hjeedflillfttfoi' class;^pfeietfie|p|ar 
harderlt.;v... 



l^edeflhedthe-Staf^lastheaggntof 
the 'fulifigitiaSs. The;w|rking;ciaSs7 : in 
its strtig|ld for a v tl|SieSs society, 
canTfamifa State; It wduld have to form 
organisations,. arn^dliilitias; ' 

wouldrbe^isteadingti^lliithisia^ate: 
such ; worldwide. Working class 
organisationwouldn’tresembleanyfdrm 

of'State.'"'' 

Those who want a ‘workers' State' 
are following the same fjjath as we have 
seen in Russia, CubaandNicaragua.As 
we've in Russi^ this 'brings The 
emahbllllbhlof th|;i|iiing;;c(|||; no 
further foiward. It ;|il;|edh forced to 
change one boss for another. : i;;Tb| 
command economy wlie USSR seems 
no more communist than Britain during 
tie War. libiders maycallus 'comrades', 
but we continue in waged labour and all 
important decisions are made for us, 
not by us. 

No state structure will wither away. 
It has nothing to offer the working class 
but the spectre of a new ruling class. It 
must be smashed along with the ruling 
class who created it. 



Obviously, class society is, in the 
main, based on economics. So what is 
economics add how does the capitalist 
economic system work? 

ebOttohii|;||eory ;|edE|;- its.:;kic^i|e, 

it'scorrectvMai'x bas||lti:|;g|||||ie; 
ruling ■ ■ : cigsp:8piti||;|;rp||||li' ; 
afbund||p:idea of a ;f bfdmddiiillpii':' 
capit$!|ll!ikbhomy^ , 
anythrh|i|liatTan h©! tj'a'Ught; audt::|iibi^; 

", A commodity, in cars^alism; bgltwO; 
sorts of vaiue: It has a; ; bse , va!ue;.' l, ;il;6an' : 
be used to do something ie food can 
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feed people. It also has an exchange 
value - it can be sold at a certain price. 

A commodity can only be used if it can 
be exchanged. 

In theory, a bar of soap can be used 
to clean something. Under capitalism, 
it can only be used to clean if it is sold 
at a price. If it can't be sold, it will 
provide no use. There is also no 
guarantee that it will be of good enough 
quality to do what it’s supposed to. To 
capitalists, it is enough that it is sold. 

Over time there are occasions in the 
world economy when there are too many 
commodities to be sold at a profit. 
Prices fall and some useful products will 
be destroyed if they can’t be sold at a 
profit. It doesn't matter if there is a 
need for these products ie they have a 
use value, but without an exchange 
value, they won't be used. 

Marx claims that to exchange 
commodities, they have to be seen as 
equal. Clearly, as objects with different 
uses, they can’t be seen as equal. They 
are seen as equal in relation to price. 

What Price Oyr 
Labour? 

Marx asked what determined price. 
He claimed that the only basis on which 
a lb. of feathers could be equal to half a 
lb. of iron was the amount of work to 
produce both commodities. 

Therefore: 

LABOUR TIME“VALUE=PRICE. 

Obviously, different types of useful 
labour aren’t equal. They can’t be 
measured in any way. They have to be 
treated as if they are equal, as if there is 
nothing to distinguish one type of labour 
from another. Marx added that the 
labour time that determined a 
commodity's value was the average a 
worker would expend. 

If one worker is slower than another, 
it does not increase the value of the 
product. The ra&tlvevaiues of different 
commodities are determined overtime. 
The average labour time can change 
without the amount of useful labour 
changing eg Hand loomers found that 
when machine looms were;introduced, 
what they produced was haifas valuable 
as it had been. 

Therefore, average labour does not 



reflect each workers' real labour, 
only the general, socially necessary 
labour. 


We have already talked about 
exchange value: It can have 3 forms; 
commodities readyfor exchange, money 
for exchange and capital to produce 
more commodities. 

One commodity can express the 
value of many eg money and gold. 



Capitalist economic organisation, for 
the ruling class, is not just about money. 
Money is invested as capital to generate 
profit. The working class sells its labour 
power (a commodity) to gain wages 
(money) to buy goods (commodities). 

In contrast, the capitalist ruling class 
has money (in the form of capital) and 
uses it to buy labour power, to make 
money. The capitalist doesn’t spend 
money to get back an equal amount: 
he/she expects PROFIT. The money 
after the investment must be more than 
the money before. This is SURPLUS 
VALUE. This profit is both personal gain 
and to get (accumulate) more capital. 

Marx pointed out that, for the 
capitalist ruling class, capitalist 
organisation is not just about becoming 
wealthy (the accumulation of 
commodities), but also about gaining 
greater means to produce more 
(theaccumulation of capital). 






Where is profit mads? It is at 
the expense of consumers - themarkpt 
Is the capi'tanst'iirying^tjj buy 
sell dear? Marx claimed that if iftivils 
the basis of value (therefore price and 
profit) then capitalists would be Hpp|fg 
each otheroff. To make such profits||e 
buyer would be payingmorethanthe 
exchange value of the commodity. ? 


Marx said that competition wpuld 
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stop this overcharging. The rivalry 
would, in the long term, bring prices to 
the value. This is what was meant when 
we said that overtime the relative values 
of commodities were fixed. He claimed 
that commodities tend to sell for what 
their cost is interms of average, socially- 
required labour. 

Wage Slavery 


If profit is not made in the exchange, 
then it must be made at the point of 
production. The working class, as 
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peasant class was forced off the land 
arid made to sell its labour power: its 
ability to work. 


In the capitalist economic system, 
the worker is dependent upon on the 
ruling class for employment, and is 
exploited as the ruling class has control 
of his/her labour. This is the 'freedom' 
within the ruling class' capitalist system: 
You either sell your labour power or 
starve. 


The capitalist class and the working 
class are supposed equals. Both are 
owners of commodities. One owns 
capital, the means of production. The 
other owns labour power. Yet with the 
sale of labour power, working class 
people lose all control overwhattheydo 
and how they live. 

Just as exchange value is not the 
same thing as use value, so useful work 
(for the worker) is not the same as the 
work we experience in the capitalist 
system. There is a difference - an 
alienation between the two. 


the Line 

•V 

As earlier said, profit seems to be 
made at the point of production. But 
how? 

When we sell our labour power, 



we sell our ability to work for a given 
time. It may be, for example, that to 
produce enough useful value to live 
on, we would need to work for 8 
hours for 2 days. This is the labour 
necessary for us to sbrvive. We have 
sold our labour power for 5 days of 8 
hours. These 3 extra days are 
surplus labour. 

The capitalist will pay us the 
amount necessary to keep us 
working. This is made in 2 days. The 
value created in the other 3 days is 
surplus value. It is the result of 
surplus labour. 



If the labour produces less than 
the average, then profits fall and the 
ruling class entrepreneur goes 
bankrupt. 

The capitalist needs workers 
with average skills (VARIABLE 
CAPITAL) and up-todate technology 
(CONSTANT VALUE). Marx claims 
that capital (technology) can’t 
increase surplus value. If the 
capitalist buys the machinery for what 
it's worth, in terms of socially 
necessary labour time, it can't 
produce any more than the value 
given it by the labour. The rate of 
profit is therefore the surplus value 
divided by the cost of variable capital 
plus constant costs. 



This is the basic Marxist 
explanation of working class 
exploitation. Marx, filled with the 19th 
Century obsession with science, 
wanted to explain class struggle and 
capitalism scientifically. His theories 
led him to predict the inevitable 
collapse of capitalism. 

This Was due to the “organic 
composition of capital” - capitalists in 
competition are forced to lower costs, 
this means increasing more new 
technology: a process Marx saw in his 
time. More products can be produced 
for less.But if constant capital is 
increased there will be no change in 
surplus value. The rate of profit wilifall. 
the only way to maintain profit will be to 
attack the working class by reducing 
the cost of variable capital, and 
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worsening their conditions. 

This poverty will increase 
resentment in the working class and 
increase class struggle. The process 
of capital accumulation will see the 
means of production in fewer hands 
as small businesses fail. Therefore 
more and more people will be in 2 
classes: working and ruling. Class 
antagonism could only get more bitter 
until the inevitable overthrow of the 
ruling class and its economic system. 


It seems ridiculous to dismiss all of 
Marx’s theory and observations, but is it 
necessary to accept them all as gospel 
truth or a new religion? Isn’tthe struggle 
for a classless society, where each 
gives from their abilities and receives 
their needs, more important than 
hanging on to one man’s theories? 


Why can't technology, with 
labour, create increase added value? 
The answer, for any Marxist, is that it 


can't. It is an assumption based itself 
on the theory that labour power alone 
creates all value. 

There is no reason to accept 
this assumption apart from the fact 
that it's central to Marx’s economic 
thinking. What does it mean if you 
accept that technology can increase 
the amount of exchange value 
produced by a worker's labour power? 
It means that there is no inevitable 
long-term fall in the rate of profit. 

Therefore, there is no 
inevitable revolution. It can’t justify 
the fact that a ruling class controls 
the means of production and the 
mass of people are excluded from 
economic control. The revolution to 
end that is for the working class to 
create. 


Is exchange value a fixed 
amount determined at the point of 
production? Is it necessary to be able 
to ‘scientifically’ say how much each 
worker is being exploited? Is 
exploitation an amount? Exchange 
value, as Marx stated, is not the same 
as use value. 

Clearly, the working class produces 
all use values, things we can use. These 


The ruling class in one area 
may put this crisis off by war. 
Ignoring the fall in profit, the ruling 
class may set its heart on expropria¬ 
tion rather than change. Alternatively, 
the worker may be forced to work 
more hours {increasing absolute 
surplus value), or the work rate may 
be increased (increasing relative 
surplus value). 


So When’s the 


The clarity of Marx's theory, 
and its ability to counter all criticisms 
are at first very attractive. It seems 
to explain working class experience 
and many of his observations seem to 
hold true eg the accumulation of 
capital and crisis through overproduc¬ 
tion. 


But why in the last 100 years 
hasn't the working class seen much 
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use values can't be priced!. A 
toothbrush is a toothbrush and it has a 
use: cleaning teeth. Alb of butter is a 
lb of butter and it's good to eat. No 
amount of cleaned teeth equals butter 
eaten. 

Exchange values are totally different. 
They are ABSTRACT values related to 
the make or determined by State bodies 
through subsidies, rationing etc. There 
is no reason to suggest that they have 
any basis in reality outside capitalism. 
One capitalist is not ripping off another 
if they set a certain price .This is just the 
price that supply and demand has 
determined. 

If that price does not cover fixed and 
variable costs the capitalist will not sell, 
as he/she can’t make a profit. 

The important fact in this class 
society is that those who produce all 
useful commodities have no control over 
what they produce and how it’s 
distributed. This is exploitation, not 
some fanciful equation determining a 
rate of exploitation. 

Possession is Power 

If we look at uncultivated land, here 
is a commodity that has had no labour 
power used on it. It does have an 
exchange value, it has a vaiueto property 
developers who will pay the person who 
has taken it into his/her possession to 
make a profit from selling it. Its the 
process of capital accumulation, the 
taking control of all the means of 
production by a minority, that we need 
to destroy. It is not a question of 
whether the taking was fair or foul. 



What about when we consume? We 
are sold back what we:have produced. 
We’re being exploited to mak| profit as 
much at this point of the process as we 
were at the start of production, Marx 
could not have predicted the consumer 
society. 

In the late 20th Century, when large 
multinationals or State-controlled 
industries distribute much that is 
produced, competition is occurring. Is 
there such a thing as a fair price? Isn’t 
it as big a nonsense as a fair wage. We 
are manipulated by advertising into 

$ l & y y 


feeling that we must consume certain 
commodities. We are opento increased 
exploitation both art the point of 
production and consumption. 



Obviously, the attraction of Marxism 
to the working class is the central 
position it puts class struggle in, in its 
analysis of the ruling class economic 

Accepting 

bcbhbibid||i|iie|i|||f bhaugiililt 
But therli'lirlTmllilalirisff' we|||efct 

the middle class will not wither away as 
Marx predicted. 

The proletariat are those who earn a 

wageldiii^ 

in the sameiclass? Marx was unable to 
foresee the development of a large 
middle class. His economic theories 
made such a thing seem impossible. It 
has happened - the middle class have 
control and privileges, given them by 
the ruling class. Their interests lie, 
most of the time, with the ruling clsiss. 
Unless the proletariat includes ogfydjfose 
who have no control over the means of 
production, then it’s not the same thing 
as the working class. 

Mmt the Boss 
- Same as fie Old Bess 

Marx, at his point in history, couldn’t 
have been expected to predictthe State 
ownership of the means of production 
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within capitalism. Such State control 
does not end the exploitation of the 
working class. The State, as earlier 
Stated, is thetool of the ruling class.The 
myth that a fair wage could be paid, 
from which no. surplus valuewould go to 
the ruling class, is linked to errors in 
Marxist theory, there is no fair wage 
and a worker can't be compensated for 
his/herwork. Only in a classless society 
where we are free to give from our 
abilities and receive pur needs, will 

ibyyI ■ llitOe / : for the 



: :: ■ inevitable 

;i|y||tipi|!||!!lts: ; ib:;:§i|/bis'it^ 

; that history. 

In his overwhelming wish to see the 
triumph : 1 : tjf i: <?iifrinn tiiii : vva s willing 

to ;beiie#::that|cpnQl|;|acts. would 
make 

wrong: -: : ;: wotklri0|:b:lass, : -/if?,-.it 
recognises its interests^ can createsuch 
a society. 

At certain points in history it is more 
capable and more likely to achieve its 
ambitions. Nothing aboutclass stru|gle 
is inevitable.''' 




























The Class War Federation, and in 
particular the Heavy ^uff ^(Jitbrial g roup, 
welcome correspondence on this 
s ubject (and any other) and hope this wi ll 
open the debate on Ireland to everyone, 
hot just Lefty intellectuals. 

This article is not Class War's line on 
Ireland - it’s just asking and answering a 
few questions thatthe left are too scared 
to come to grips with for fear they may 
lose a bit of c redibility with their stude nt 
members. Anyhow, here goes.. 


“SURELY WE SHOULD: 'SUPPORT 
TOE IRA BECAUSE THEY ARE 
DEFENDlM WORKING CLASS IRISH 
CATHOLICS?' 1 

Not when it really mattered they 
weren’t. When the B-Speciais 
(paramilitary Protestant police) and 
loyalist gangs rampaged through The 
nationalist areas of Belfast in 1969 the 
IRA was nowhere to be seen. 

In fact a piece of graffiti on the Falls 
Road said it ail, "IRA-I ran away*’. lftf|h 
the people of the Bogside and Derry 
rose up against the state to defend their 
homes, theirfamilies and their lives tley 
did it themselves with bottles, bricks, 
barricades and petfp|i|3i|)S.' Tlipdet 
inspired similar insuriillpris in ptler 
catholic ghettoslaiiii||:pst' : bii||ht 
about the c|efeat;ci : illip. 

While fhb:prtir|;iiIii..CatNils 
were fighting for tke|ii|lii|is'i||:||s 
away reading books in|||iouth||||ir 
guns, which could h|yi|edn ullllld 
defend the: Catholic working claSSlUd 
been given to Welsh Rationalists lelfs 
before, orwereleft gathering dust, in 
1970 tb|;:f|{A split into two, the 
ProvisioneiilProvosJIdokuptheartned 
struggle wtie the OfficialiRAfaded into 
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In the beginning the IRA recruited 
large numbers of Catholic working class 
youths who had fought in defence of 
their communities, it was this alone 
which gave them credibility and support 
in the working class ghettos of West 
Belfast arid Derry. It's time the myth of 
the Provos, being a people's army which 
rose in defence of the Catholic working 
class, was knocked on the head. 
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We support working class fightback 
against oppression in all shapes and 
forms, including the right to bear arms 
against an imperialist power. But we do 
not support the IRA. Their politics are 
authoritarian and based on outdated 
forms of socialist/communist ideas 
which are proven to be wrong, orat best 
naive and unrealistic. 

Authoritarian socialism and 
communism have been pwiid a dead 
duck -the events of the last 100 years 
have proven that no-one can be trusted 
to mandge the affairs ofjheworking 
class, other than the wdrkingclass. 
Similarly no-one can be trusted to fight 
against the oppression of the working 
class other than the working class. 


! ' 




It’s wrong to say that criticlsiiidf the 
IRA is a betrayal iof the Irish cajboiic 
working class,, pt that British wbfkdrs 
have no right to pass judgment on the 
Irish situation. Thfeseare the arguments 
of the middle class left, used to stop us 
thinking and acting for ourselves. We do 
not give uncritical support to anyone. 
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, ..l^dijnShsttuation wascpated by 

fiiass.;. be6 n 

perpefuated by internatipiiaf capitalism 

andf:;cllll'dnfy'-'bei^lll|rbi';#e 


¥fllitH4EREEVEif::j 


The Britishstatehas systemaijcilly 
split and counter split!|ieffi$h;'p|ii|te 
for the last thfee hundred years - divide 
and 

: ; ha ve not. jp .easy' iFdy 

class. Time and time again the Irish 
\ ytforfeirt|j ; ci^'i --haye; 

:■ sectarfah-i^ltwidl'e^ td^driy^'out;: tho.s^'^iiicS': 
have used^ : llilus#igp|iill dBbifjf 
ensuringlriandiskei^lihderdirectj'ufe 
;/ ;/■ W. o■; 
i; : ;'T-. ■ ; and 

the Irish 


are' pesTIp^efi&y;"UnraiygE across the 

capitalisi||t^ oppress 

bfieiTI : ^^iij!!?:>■ i;V ■■ ■ 

i: Only 


be able to determifteTier own destiny. 






If any iCtass; War |iflp; ;;;l^a^|§$iff 
S:yw®rrt: tolfi nd 

Wdtiifi Ireland then ‘Thei Spirit df 

$ 

to 


; Forward:; to revolution in 
Britain" and 1 ^tfe'World; 1: 
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This article explores way : Jthe 
political and social power of tN|w|ng 
class is reinforced by their controi of 
language.. . 

In the 193Q's an Italian Leftist 
called Gramscicame upwiilaii|ii|sis 
of Capitalism that made a lot of sense. 
He said that one of the ways in which the 
ruling class maintain control of society 
is by 

ideologfioe Bgemo0 Oi tihe 
What this means is that the dominant 
ideas in society are established by|he 
ruling class itself, even down to working 
class people's attitudes and ideas about 
culture. The "Protestant work ethic", 
the notion of Property and 
Purchase,workers and bosses, the 
wage-labour system,Patriotism, 
Parliamentary Democracy-the dominant 
culture of society is part of the agenda 
set by the ruling class and nu|$e:d 
within the working class as ideais toiwe 
by. 


Obviously Class War’s aim iS:: to 
destroy the ruling: Gfes| hegdmEir|(i pnd 
get working; class; p|d^.;$ettin|ii|dir 
own agenda. basedydiLtighiback^Ind 

dominant in ■ societylfie; ■ ruiing-cfess 
would have lost control. 


As l‘ye;:|aid, whpe|er: controls the 
hegempnjr of society controls that 
society ^ Swfioever controls ianguage 
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both at once. What I'm talking about 
is the ability of the ruling class to control 
language, control interpretations, the 
abstract concepts behind the word itself. 
And by that process to control thought; 
social control without coercion.The 
media has an incredible power to alter 
attitudes and perceptions. 

More than that it also has the power 
to subtly alterthe meaning of keywords. 
It has long had the ability to remove 
troublesome words that may be useful 
to explanations of resistance or a new 
society. 

"WAR IS PEACE" 

George Orwell expressed these ideas 
in his book ' , 1984''. He portrayed a 
vision of the future in which a new 
official language, “Newspeak", had been 
introduced instead of English 
(“Oldspeak”) as aform of thought control. 

“It was intended that Newspeak 
had been adopted once and for all and 
Oldspeakforgotten, a heretical thought 
...should be literally unthinkable, at least 
sofarasthought is dependent on words. 
Its vocabulary was so constructed as to 
give exact and often very subtle expres¬ 
sion to every meaning a Party member 
could properly wish to express, while 
excluding all other rrleanings and also 
the possibility of arriving at them by 
indirect methods. 

This was done partly by the invention 
of new words, but chiefly by eliminating 
undesirable word and by stripping such 
words as remained of their orthodox 
meanings, and so far as possible of all 
secondary meanings whatever. To give 







































a single example. The word figs still 
eki^Mln^ewimk but it could only 
be used in such statements as'the dog 
' This field is free 
ftm meds'. It could not be used in to 
old sense of:/politically ;|r^a’ or 

and 

in^elfd^uBfld^m no longer existed 
wit| Mrefdip 
of necessity nameiess ." 

■ ■ But there are mucft wiberissties 

at stake here than just a gut-reaction 
paranoia about “Big Brother", obviously 

Illlieistdnilliwuch sll|)l||idiigel ■ 

ilf|§prig 

lf||l||||ld J :rtatu|d :; .Gt' ,: social control a|| :; 
blpUlny■ is brought into {fell| 0 ctiy|>' 
|§l|ilitie ; workings and power to 
|f||l||^tev : ::| It can also affect if§; yvhbiif ; 
of political language and propaganda. 1 

■'‘lllll:" ...words which had once borne 
a heretical meaning were sometimes 
rejped for the sake of convenience, 
btlonlywith other meaningspurged out 
r|||ern s Countless other words such as 
honourjustice, morality (Orwell's liberal 
leanings leaking through here!), 
intern ationaiism, democracy, science 
and religion had ceased to exist...A/l 
v/prds grouping themsetoes around the 
concepts of liberty and equality, for 
instance, were contained in the simple 
word crimethink. ...The concept of 
political equality no longer existed and 
its secondary meaning had accordingly 
been purged out of the word equal ” - 
(1984"). " 


There is of course a question of 

concept, you could arguethata concept 
canekplihoutillirditoentlpul^ei 
■it.' This may well be so, but it becomes 
very h|||:toe*plaj|^(perhapsto 
■think);l|bhdei;iil|t words (try it), 
ahd::if;;it|;not.ontf^|pnda thenits not 
even going to be discussed.... . 

■ ANiiBliiss^ ;#!;■ 


A prime : example qf a 
troublesome word is “Anarchist” - the 
derision and mania aimed at those who 

bp|||!|ibr |||pury:to wa||i|I|fe 
Pailli:eyenfpp;Anarehiii:ii||ics 
'siilii;lnbt^tlt ; jiis,, has. ever been 
' plrillltaf ly • -^-i Iff it ult, '■ :" : ||ln |e 
rprifflf^iyes. 1 jIlAnarchisiiillife 
traditibnally behaved like alien invaders 
frbii : ||||lanbt ; ;||j , pid). 

Despite class struggle Anarchism's 
basically common-sense politics, 
Anarchfsmhas lost its meaning so much 
that even Anarchists stick things on the 
word: Anarcho-Syndicalism, Anarcho- 
Communism, Anarcho-Pacifism etc. 

libertarian",,on the other hand 
seems to mean anything from Thatcher¬ 
ism to Bakunin, from free-market 
Capitalism to workers councils. 




year, amidst a barnageof abuse 
heaped upon the BBC for 'Left-wing 
tbiptllughlneariy^piid mylfeelcefee!), 
Norman“SpottheBalls ,, Tebbitlaunched 


a rabid attack on the fact that the 
word conservative? small 'c') is used to 
mean "one averse to change" and not 
Conservative (Big'C'blg deal): 

: “Tfie word “conservative" is now 
y . used bytheBBCas0ord of abuse for 
/ahph0^M^y^ii^ffor from the 

P'hk-r/d^en, 

: pfthbdoxyipf that sunset hom|;;;^:|§|.' 
; ; third-ratehiirids Matftwdrate dM0ft- 

■ihel96m. -JWT: 

^nce^tbasippazis 
Africa are bracketed in smfiar by 
association with “their conservative 
allies n despite the fact that the Nazis 
were National Socialists. 

“While poor(l) Ur. Gorbachev 
struggles to soften the Communist 
system, the extr^^N0^ne^0mu- 
nists who oppose him are designated 

astonishment I 
Stalin and ' 

"conservaffyes^NflMtidori j|ppp|d 
me, had thought they were Comrhuiilsts" 
[Norman tebbia. 

What Tebbit is,b'yi|':tO:bp|||l:|io 
blatantly remove the real meaning of the 
word that is closest to his heart. What 
sticks in his thr6at'I ; |lli|:':Contlbf|lf e 
can be used to mean anything other 
than the Conservative Party, and can 
even be applied to organisations Tebbit 
doesn't like! 

By chipping away at little issueslike 
this, the Tories are gradually changing 
political language within society in an 
attemptto totally marginalise ideas which 
are not their own, interpretatibnb fhey 



' 1 -' ffeader^:^utd''krtovv well that the style and 
language of political propaganda have a direct link to its accessibility 
and success. 

For example, if its written like an encyclopedia then its meaning is 
lost on ordinary people - you may well be able to understand the words 
but you're simply not interested in wading through the bullshit. 


■ 2 - The Media and the Press have for atangiflrne nbVVuSpKthe 
phrase “self-styled" Anarchist td : describe an Ah^iii^iylficr ivl||ely 
rational about their politics, so that tiCy dan be dilfid|uisf:ecf frdm ihe 
cranky bomb-throwing bunch of ’terrorists' that the Media have 
established as a “genuine" manifestation of Anarchism. 
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dislike. 

In the same way the Labour Party 
attempts to identify socialism 
withSocialism, with the Labour Party so 
that they become the sole 
representatives of genuine Socialism. 
The deliberate confusion ofjuilitant and 
Militant benefits both Left and Right, 
providing more scapegoats or more 
‘members' depending on your viewpoint. 

"COMMUNmr 

“Friends and strangers working, 
thinking and acting as one, and so on" 
[Darren Ryan - Heavy Stuff No.l] , 

Ideas about*community‘ are very 
close to the core of Class War’s politics. 
The attitudes of working class unity and 
fightback that are summed up in the 
phrase “community resistance”, are 
obviously not based on the same 
concept of community that which the 
Tories hold dear. Tory policy-makers 
talk about creation of a Conservative 
Community and the fact that Tories 
“have, at the root of their instincts and 
policies, a particular idea of community 
which they wish to see Milled." Their 
version of community has at its heart 
thefamily, ("should notthe State publicly 
and systematfcaitydiscriminatein favour 
of families?’), and the "units of social life 
which are the natural focus of people's 
loyaltlps". This “ Community” is 
“populated by men and women of 
property', and their methods for 
strengthening this idea of a Conservative 
Community include the processes 


whereby “ Schools now have more 
say over their own affairs; tenants can 
manage their own council estates; 
hospitals wifi soon be self-governing; 
Neighbourhood Watch schemes are 
bringing people together" 

[Robin Harris - Centre of Policy 
Studies). 

'Community Policing’ is the kind of 
phrase at the roots of Tory ideas about 
control of society. 

More than a nasty vision of the future, 
these ideas are a direct attack on 
working class communities, part of a 
sustained campaign aimed at splintering 
and destroying working class fighlack, 
breakingthelinksofcommonexperience 
and solidarity at each opportunity. 

In the past we had to suffer a whole 
variety of weapons, from racism and 
police attacks to yuppies, and we can 
only expect these attacks to continue 
until it becomes too dangerous to take 
on our communities. The Tories have 
made it plain how important the control 
of communities is to those in power, in 
their attempt to wrestle the word from 
the grasp of working class culture and 
to turn it into a mockery, a theme park 
of grassing neighbours and jolly 
Policemen. 

IDENTITY CRISIS 

Evil scumbag Lady Porter and 
Westminster City Council have recently 
tried (and failed!) to get a court to give 
them permission to sell off a low-rent 
housing estate, the Grosvenor Estate, 
which was built as “dwellings for the 
working class and no other purpose" 


The Tory council tried to get die flats 
sold off on the grounds that the term 
‘'working class" has “no clear meaning 
in todays society"[Evening Standard 19/ 
3/901. 

It has always been the aim of the 
ruling class to confuse and divide the 
working class; p|ople by lilting ideas 
thatthereisnosuch thi||as|hewoft<i|| 
class orth^prticuIarg»iti|$ of pedp 
are "no longer" working class. The 
Tories arecpdslandy bleating aboutthe 
“end of thiiiiing class” and the fact 
that “everyohe is middle class now". 

it is obvious that you cannot have a 
united workipi dldss if m|iibers of the 
class think:are. fibers of an 
“underclass"nothing in common 
with the 

ofthe ’ne^^i|i|iiii; : ;iil!l!^;i;-ci^ 

All the wilIo|ili;:c!i!l ; ;pepple^ai:' 
divided andfi|i:|g iMIlitp^elyes.. 
we are no tireat to the bastards in 
control. 

By manipulating the meaning of 
words like ‘class’ the ruling class can 
alter the identity of wholSsbctiohs of 
society, the culture and attitudes of 
people become changed, and suddenly 
their interests lie with the middle class 
or some other scum who are actually 
are their enemy. 

Class-consciousness is an important 
part of the struggle for working class 
control, werdusfhey#.^ 
we are, we mustal ways fight bgainst the 
mickey mouse class analysis of those 
who. haveilf^inte^ 





3 - There is no such thing as an ’underclass", a seperate mass of ’disenfranchised' people. The working class 
has never had a "say". People who talk of an underclass are trying to divide working class people -the working class halheyfir beeifil iltnog^pus 
mass, there have always been better off and worse off. The idea of an "underclass" is a Sociologist's wet dream. 
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class at heart, and who want to 
render “the working class" meaningless 
and voiceless. 


Political theorists have talked since 
the 60s of “the End of Ideology". This 
has been updated recently, following 
the events in Eastern Europe, to "the 
End of History" and “the Death of 
Marxism". What these "philosophers” 
are actually on about is the 'triumph' of 
liberal democracy over totalitarian East¬ 
ern Eurpoean-style Communism (or State 
Capitalism if you prefer), referring to the 
way the systems of so-called 
Communism are collapsing all over the 
world, in favour of Western-style liberal 
democracies, this doesn't necessarily 
mean people actually want liberal 
democracy in itself ( I mean that I’d 
rather be poked in the eye than burnt 
alive, but it doesn't mean I want to be 
poked in the eye!). 

As Communism becomes a dirty 
word so Communist Parties all over 
Eastern Europe are abandoning it in 
favour of “Social Democratic Party" or 
“Democratic Socialist Party" (and the 
Italian Communist Party are now "The 
Democratic Party of the Left”). This 
doesn't mean anything has particularly 
changed (meet the new boss, same as 
the old boss), it just goes to show that 
the name is more than superficially 
important. After all, the Communist 
Party began life as the “Bolshevik” or 
"majority" Party, and how can you lose 
if you’ve called yourself the majority?To 
talk of the death of Communism before 
it has even begun, shows more than a 
little wishful thinking on the part 


of the m i ddle class intellectuals who 
come up with such theories. 
Communism, as Class War would 
describe it, has never existed oh aiiarge 
scale, only in short-term periods of re¬ 
sistance, like in Hungary in 1956, or the 
like. In countries like Romania, working 
class people began organising after the 
revolution in ways that Class War would 
like to see our revolutionary movement 
developing, with street and factory 
councils, very close to genuine forms of 
Communism (as opposed to Russian- 
style dictatorships), and at the same 
time their slogans signify their hatred of 
what they have been led to believe has 
been Communism, the system that has 
kept them enslaved all their lives. That 
these workers organisations were 
crushed so quickly by the “National 
Salvation Front" is evidence of the ability 
of the Communist Party to fool all the 
people some of the time. 

You can argue forever about the 
“true meaning" of a word like 
Communism, but you’re on a loser right 
from the start if you have to justify your 
definitions before you can even talk 
about the politics of the word. 

DON’T YOU GET FRESH 
WITH ME! 

Words are ‘empty’ vessels, not 
charged with eternal meaning. They’re 
not ‘sacred’, not to be scared of. They 
are putty in pur hands!...No word has a 
fixed meaning, and every word has a 
multiplicity of interpretations.^ There 
have obviously been myriad changes in 
words and languages, not least by 
advertising, but these don't usually 
change the meaning of the word eg 
“fresh", “clean”, or “new" are simply 


lies, they seem to think that if you 
repeat them often enough someone 
might believe you! They don’t alter the 
meaning of the word that they misuse. 


The point is not to lght for “words" 
(they're just a strin| Of letters); it’s 
ideas, not words, that matter ’ but to 
evolve forms of strfigle which can 
leave no doubt as to their message, no 
ambiguity; so that to misinterpret them 
is an impossibility, todivert their meaning 
would render them meaning-less. 

The point is that, although they 
control language, it is still possible for 
us to use it against the ruling class, to 
subvert and undermine; and we must 
realise the importance of this. 


The combatwity of the widerworking 
class has seldom been so focussed as 
it has been on the poll tax. 

Here is a point atwhiehthe hegemony 
of respect for the law grinds 
uncomfortably against a widespread 
revolt against an “unfair" tax and the 
government that invented it. What we 
must spread is the idea that no 
government could possibly fulfil the 
desires of the working Class. And if the 
dominant ideology within society 
includes the power of theworking class’, 
instead of “do what you're told", then 
the language can become our language, 
and our culture, our words, our 
meanings, ourtimewillcome! 



4 - It has become a political cliche that one person's "freedom fighter" is another person's "terrorist". A good pimple bf aprd that hastotally 
reversed its meaning is "wicked", which has completely changed from 'evil' to meaning brilliant’. "Not baid'fftWadnihe&ad, 


- Run DMC, 'Peter Piper'. 
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Dear Heavy Stuff, 


"The Middle Class” by Sean 
RileylHeavy Stuff 3) was an interesting 
attempt to describe the social and 
political contours of the middle class, 
except that anger and hatred replaced 
analysis. Three statements, for me, 
summed up what the article should have 
explored: "the vast majority of the left 
[are] middle class”; "the middle class 
are not important from a revolutionary 
point of view except in so far as they 
hinderthe working class from becoming 
a revolutionary class”; “[the middle 
class] has a long history of producing 
courageous fighters against Capitalism 
[and in ] any revolution splits and a part 
of it sides with the working class.” 

The most dominant and vocal of ‘the 
left 1 may be middle class; If literature or 
public speaking is the main output, 
middle class people are more likely to 
have the education and confidence to 
shine. But what is the function of the 
middle class within revolutionary 
movements? A guide to who is middle 
class might be helpful, not just vague 
hints about what someones job is. 
Almost all low-level professionals have 
nothing but their labour power to fall 
back on. You're in danger of sliding into 
generalisations. 

In your sweeping statements about 
alternative and single-issue politics I 
agree with what you say about the 
political effects of these movements. 
Though, it is ridiculous to suggest people 
get involved because it is “the only thing 
which threatens to fuck up their lives”. 
People see through single-issue politics 
and mqve on elsewhere, and their 
involvement may have been in ignorance 
of the real function of the alternative 
middle class. 

These criticisms are linked to the 
strongest parts of the article - the 
moralising of middle class people. 
Middle class people see themselves as 
standard human beings, anyone else 
can be seen as sub-human. The 
alternative middle class see themselves 
as saviours of humanity. Those from 
working class backgrounds, but now in 
the middle class will need to deal with 

heavy 


feelings of loss and guilt, from what 
they've lost, and what they’ve gained. 
Feelings of superiority cover up such- 
obstacles. 


world. There is a danger of 
generalisations becoming blunt 
instruments which could stifle debate 
on class. 


What about middle class people from 
working class backgrounds in 
revolutionary organisations? They 
express their superiority by treating 
their own perceptions as more 
meaningful than those of others and 
putting their own motives first. So 
human rights really signify middle class 
people's rights. The newly-fledged 
middle class person has to find his/her 
way around in this bourgeois culture 
and ideology, and the reaction against it 
is what leads many into left groups. 


TJ, Newcastle. 


REPLY: Dear IJ 

Your letter qn my Middle Class article 
asked many questions and made many 
assumptions. I don't have the space to 
deal with each of your points; instead, 
I'll reply in 4 Sections that cover some of 
the main areas of your letter: 

1. You find my article too superficial 
and state that anger and hatred replace 
analysis and being a 'blunt instrument*. 


Just dipping into the psychological 
and social meaning of the middle class 
shows how much more complicated the 
picture is than the ‘middle class shite’ 
conclusions in Sean Riley's article. The 
parallel I wanted to draw is between 
those crude conclusions, and the equally 
crude middle class perceptions of the 
working class. If political analysis is the 
aim, then gaps and errors in arguments 
need opening up,not covering up. If the 
motive for doing it starts to be shuffling 
people from one side or the other of the 
‘us and them' divide -quite arbitrarily and 
to no other end than to make us feel OK 
- then this needs to be distinguished 
from trying to explain and change the 


There is anger in my article, and 
rightly so. It sets out to demonstrate 
the nature and functions of the middle 
class in Britain, in straightforward 



s 






terms, with passion arid clarity, in a 
short, space, yl believe■ fairly 

sucdl&stufc to summarise boetly: in 
the course of the article I criticise a part 
(and ex-) group in Class Warforadopting 
a Pol Pot-type of attitude to middle class 
people. I state in the "Class Health 
Note” that the middle class have their 
own honourable tradition of fightback 
against capitalism and oppression and 
that in any revolution, the working: class 
and split and take sides. 

I mention the brutalising affect of 
middle class culture on individuals. I 
even bemoan the fact that self-destruc¬ 
tion is all too often the end result of the 
middle class dropouts who suffer from 
confusion and self-disgust. 

But, much more importantly, I outline 
the function that the middle class 
perform for capitalism and their effect 
on the working class I also stress their 
separate interests and agendas as a 
class within capitalism. This is hardly 
the rantings of some hatefilled nutter! 

(would suggest thatthe problem the 
article poses for you is that it deals 
directly with uncomfortable truths. 

As for my article being a “blunt 
instrument", as you put it, you’re quite 
right! A blunt instrument is precisely 
what's required to shatter the 
accumulated ‘clinker’ surrounding the 
subject of class in general and the 
middle class in particular. This'cl inker* 
represents the work of generations of 
middle class thinkers and writers in their 
efforts to mystifyand obscure the reality 
of capitalism and class, which I point out 
in the article. 

I could have chosen to use language 
the way you do, but I would have just 
added to the problem. Anyway, I don’t 
agree with youri (implied) view^liat the 
working class are unable to understand 
the ins and outs of capitalism and class. 
Ybur|ldedi(ili|d||‘da|ity^is a simplex 
set of 

common in the Left that seeks to keep 
knowledge and facts the exclusive 
property of an intellectual elite. 

2. You give a long list of what my 
article should have contained. 

I agree with some of this. It could 
have done with being more detailed and 
longer, with a fuller analysis of middle 
class identity. However, the main reason 
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behind the article was to describe 
the function of the middle class. Itwould 
have been valuable to explore the 
transition from working-^tomiddle class 
and t will do so in the next article on the 
working class. 

The rest of your comments here 
seem concernedwith exploringtheinner 
psyche of the middle class. I don’t think 
this is a useful activity. I agree that 
middle class life is miserable, brutal and 
lonely. If you need to describe this, then 



you onlyhaveto examine the novels, 
poems, films, paintings etc. that the 
middle class by and large produce. 
Alienation, angst, psychosis, anomie 
etc. ail figure large in their cultural 
output! 

Undoubtedly, the middle class have 
muchtogainfromtledestructionofthe 
class system that causes them so much 
grief! ■ 

3. Yqu criticise my attitude to single 
issue politics. 

I disagree with you completely. The 
middle class are involved with single 
issues for 2 reasons: 

9 ft furthers their own interests as a 
class in the role of 'experts’; 

ii) ft’s merely a continuation of their 
normal function within capitalism, which 

A V Y ST 


is to solve the problems pf 
production and social organisation that 
capitalismfaGes as ttcorrtinues, 

■■■ This iS wiat GND, ‘feminism’, 
vegetarianism, ecology, therapy, are 
all about, ffene of challenge the 
social relations of capitalism, and they 
never will; MPny singiiSSue politics 
are in fact deeply reactionary, and at 
best divert and 

capitalism;! In the a|f!)|^ I quote from 
the book, ^Strartge Vitfifiof (Elephant 
Editions) that gives an exfe|lent,and 
class, 

class and single issue politics within 
capitalism. 

The notion that middle class people 
work their way through single issue 
politics to something better, or as you 
say, “People see through single issue 
politics and move on elsewhere." Where, 
i would ask? Theyieldofpeople from 
single issue politics getting involved in 
class politics is extremeiy low. 

4. Your comments attheendof your 
letter are irritating. My article does not 
come to the conclusion “middle class 
shite”. In the fact the 

"So that’s the middle <pf|pey|«'e 
more than just the dogsbodies of the 
ruling class, they help to guide the 
development of Capitalism and look into 
future possibilities. They iard Crl^il! to 
the running of advanced capitalist 
economies tike Britain. Sometimes they 
come into conflict with the BosseS; but 
essentially they are on the same side. 

From our point of view, thej#:!$i§>$t 
important role is to control us, to 
persuade us that the present state of 
affairs is permanent, that we c||f|ly 
change things so long aswe work vvlhirt 
the limits they set wddl|k:-ttt|i^ 
parliamentary/pacifistprotestorwlhin 
the “party”..” 

Some: ; qiydu^ 

the 

pig 

class expdses;;uilll||:iii||p 

truths. : :: r?; ; ;l||||||iL^ 

We- facl: 1 ^ 

te rrain 

contempt 

about:d|tf|^ 

the #i|ililllliii:pd||pti 

" t -Vfe^'iarB 

you going to dp? 

Yours*. -\ 

Sean'^tdg^amrtti^ Riley. 
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Clas|W|r ha^e corttinijall^dsipted 
the use of'niifltant'tactics In pier to 
smash this tax, as ‘unfair' as ali taxes 
are. We arebothusingand withissing 
the widespread use of these tactics. 

Glass consciousness has 
undoubtedly been mawakenetf as so 
many are identifying their real enemies: 


■ not just the Tories ^ the richipi:- 
the police, the courts; the; bailiffs Mirict 
the Labour councils just aS much ptp 
Tory ones; - 

Will jp;hl;i|ajor^announce that the 
poll tax hasifiitised more poverty; : 
misery .tbs^l^perte^,:'I'i'aiiSd^ ■dh^i||te*sH;: 
going; tp:: : §pr>T it? : ; : pPpep 
Labour ylftd'Sii^ose?' ^ EEE^$iE : ■% 

■.With < tleipi. tax: " 

second: ypi iif England and iWa^SiVgrid-'' 
its third 

by a wSr iri the Gulf, tpeJPpppp 
of a Gener^llection.,'-|l|h^se|^i|dli'. 
fax..- not too far beWhdipafcop^d, 

■tH^iBupiooirting' noriFipi^lp;. cfp|ne#|j|fihii ; ' 
tjtse^Kcpwrtis.i::!bapirtg:;i:;|iif|: the p|ff|; 

defending our right^iddemonstfatev 


ipLpl^P'eSvPU^tlghttO; S.eif- 

; defence* arep.oh|:theralhy strertgths 
: tp^ ■■■ anciifs 

'gfowip;'.'' 

. ,6i|; !; UnipS : iw||: igif :tdiSee the poll 
sf Q ^ ve rityi 

- the ■ ; a : lti-p|:t|ax 

:: |ijy mehtP i PlfpLdippiip;f if il 
; '||dbedience;' 'Mppentjhat brought 

In the nextissueof The Heavy Stuff; 
well- be taking adfeser.ildpltitfc'pi 
tax'* Watchthisspace! ; ■ prt 







































The first (?arl Of this article is taken 
from an interview with a man who is 
paraplegic as a result of a spinal injury 
caused by a motorbike accident It 
expresses his view of life and other 
people’s attitudes towards disabled 
people. 


YOU■ EXPE&iBCi OM BECOMING 

"The first thing that comes to mind is 
people's attitude towards you. There 
are many types of attitude. One is the 
patronising assumption that you're not 
a normal person (whatever that is!) And 





compare you, for whatever reason, 
to the disabled person they know, no 
matter know different the causes and 
disability may be. 

Or they compare you to the films, TV 
programmes, books and adverts they’ve 
seen arid assume you're all the same 
and can do the London Marathon!" 


“Thereare people who know, realise 
and are conscious of the needs, 
requirements and problems of people 
with disabilities. Through their own 
experience, either from caring for 
disabled people in a professional or 
voluntary ■ T IHiP' ^!§P». a 

disabled person, 
themselves in your shoes. 

And of 

people who would like to helpbufdon’t 
understah| : tife':;e)(tra; iibe|s, cfilpple 
with disables," ■ 


rjiraffii 








that people in wheelchairs or who 
are otherwise disabled can’t express 
themselves and aren’t capable of volun- 
taryfree expresslon.Forexample people 
don’t ask YOU the question, they ask the 
people you are with. I think that’s down 
to people not knowing how to react to 
disabled people. Awareness of the 
reasons why you are disabled is 
negligible. It’s all very well saying that 
it’s a “lack of education'', but the only 
time most people encounter disability is 
when it’s them, their friends or loved 
ones who are disabled. 

Anothertype is the person who knows 
someone who is disabled, and I’m talking 
from experience here. They tend to 


NUMBER OF D&MLED Lnm 
GERIATRIC, PSYCHIATRIC 




COMPARED TO A 70% 





■Most-people take access to public 
places like shops, cinemas* nightclubs, 
clubs, summing pools and even their 
own place of workfor granted. However 
this is one of the first things I came to 
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..realise will pose difficulties., 

:-v^:peirilltFfislEi|:eiid agewhenfublic 
a^|p|essfpr disabled peopleishigher 
bef6re3|P:buildings are still 
! for* ^ 

T^Is| : ilis, :; fidt- : ]ust; : i ; '#fe" entrance to 'the 
building. Badly designed features also 

Sb|fits :: :dhd : tS|it' switches which are 



for example many clothes shops 
are on more than one floor, making it 


ground; level. Even the clothes that are 
available are often unsuitable for some 
disabled people who are far from the 
"ideal" shape. 

Also there are only three cinemas in 
Bristol, where I live, that I can get into, 
which cuts down the choice of films I can 
see, especially as two of them are of the 


dubs it’s the same old story of 
poof access and lack of facilities. If I had 
a drink for ever time I've been called a 
‘iirl hazard" I'd be a happy man!" 



DISABLED PEOPLE 


HOUSING STOCK. ITS i 
CREAMING off the best 


At a basic level the legislation laid 
down for, and the bodies governing the 
day to day living of disabled people, are 
shrouded in a thick haze of bureaucratic 
mystery. So trying to get them to work 
for me is virtually impossible. 

Many disabled people need "carers". 
Voluntary organisations have in the past 
taken the hassle out of getting the 

























necessary care or carers, but only 
on a temporary basis, so that; many 
disabled people do notgetthe continued 
care they need. The disabled, amongst 
others, are being forced to fend for 
themselves as part of this governments 
welfare cuts." 

Nobodywantstofeel sorryforthem, 
but it’s hard not to feel sorry for the 
situation disabled people are in. 

Unless; they belong to the wealthy 

time 

all 

have a :;|p|"if|||l'time t :||l|hey all 
need! ! htofe : ;:5ieW 

thini|^lah;wild;;l|b;bdilil:drive 

f 5d : iP;cafsiwhl|pld|i®iP 8°t 

decent wheelchairs, ;why? There's no 
profit in wheelchairs. 

Under this government things are 
getting harder for sure, but it's never 
been easy.People with the least of 
disabilities were shovedinhomes, out 
of sight of polite society. Now the 
government wants everyone out into 
the community * it's cheaper. 

That would be fine but at the same 
time they are destroying communities," 
there is no such thing as society” we are 




told, every person for themselves is 
what we have been force fed • but where 
does that leave people who need help to 
get them by? 

Under State Socialism things 
wouldn’t have been much better. Our 
needs assessed by faceless, all-powerful 
bureaucrats and handed down to us by 
our beneficent masters. Fuck that! we 
make everything, and what we need 
should belong to us already. Everything 
ever created, every building, everypiece 
of machinery, every wheelchair, is part 
of our common inheritance. And 
whetheran individual is capable of 
producing or not, they should get what 
they need. 

Disabled people are people first, 
and disabled after, and we’ll allinvolved 
in the samestfuggle ; If a shoporcinpma 
■ puta"Mll^E|*|ptice-(iul|^|it , s 
doorpedpiw^ 

and' ^Ipanrt. 

A flight, of fetfep# isilfert' '-effete a 
barrier, it’s iusfthatndh-disabledpeopie 
don’t notice it half the time. : EVf§thtng 
is planned with the young and fit inmind; 
that's where the cash is. So What "if the 

old; mothers with pushchairs; orpeople 
in wheelchairs can’t get in, its not going 
to hurt prdfits. We need everyonefiWoved 
in our activities. We should 

k V V S J 


start listening to people’s needs 
and take action to sortoutthe problems. 

. ; Lfytar)iy: «lp. h|l extra needs 

and may need help obtaining them. At 
la^gent,;; ernraerit 

for many things. We have to make it 
c!earthat^^r;ip!t-^lllliJef[>:tfi€y.ask 
for when that government ceases to 
function. 

If we’re calling for non-payment of all 
taxes, wehllotto as^|^!^i>^i^|:ir" 
ne|tlsafa;|i|hg ; to be d||;|||fe|. s ;:||e 
could starlioW;' settih|;;;p||e:|ii||f 
organisations, within;.tfe;: 
that allow people to get what they need. 

Don't feet sorry for the disabled - 
feel ’ 

gives us ail a hard time, it's all ours, 
we’ve just got to reach our and take it! 

The first thing to do I to "start 
listening, to try to Ihe extto; Of 
people with disabilities'. Ai||iih0:;:W|h 
knowledge or expertereitliiii^idiili^s 
will be welcome to write in The Heavy 
Stuff. Let's get some dialogue going 
and make sure no one's left outside, at 
the bottom of a poxy|i|ir|;;ii|:|||p?. 
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■ iilfpoijf i&mce forth© 
offshore' worker 

-52 Guildst., Aberdeen, AB1 2NB 


Since the Piper Alpha explosion 
where 167 men lost their lives, the 
Offshore Industries Liaison Committee ( 
OILC ) has been working hard to keep 
safety on the oil companies' agenda. 

I 

Blowout ( OILC's paper ) has the 
potential to be the most boring piece of 
| shit ever committed to paper, but 
instead...it's angry and informative in its 
struggle to spread its message to all 
offshore workers in the oil industry. 


After 20 years of struggle, there is 
no trade union recognition on the rigs, 
people are killed and injured every day 
in the most unsafe working environment 
in Western Europe. 

The OILC are trying to organise on 
the rigs despite threats of violence and 
sackings. They are fighting for safety, 
fighting for job security, and fighting for 
the right to organise themselves. 

Blowout is full of information about 
strikes, sit-ins, lock-outs, and sabotage 
- the best part of all is the letters page, 
where what have got to be the most 
militant industrial workers, make their 
views on a number of topics, including 
union bureaucrats. 

The OILC is fighting sackings and 
blacklistings, and struggling for safety 
at work. Let's hope they succeed and 
that their supporters don't let them be¬ 
come yet another bureaucratic union. 


REVOLVER 

- The 2000AD Comics Group 
(Fleetway Publications) 

I’ve decided to do this review before 
reading Issue 7 and guess what? If s the 
last issue. Apparently they didn’t sell 
enough and the accountants closed 
them down. Which just goes to show 
what a crap system production for profit 
really is! 

in general, 'adult* comics and graphic 
novels afb really increasing in popularity 
at the moment, and I thought Revolver 
was one of the best efforts. It worked 
on many levels: humour, adventure, 
pure fantasy, great artwork, and not 
least, social and political comment. 

Of course, many people will sneer at 
the thought of a comic having anything 
important to say but, although it didn't 
pretend to give any answers, Revolver 
brought up many important questions 
and showed us new ways to look at 
things. 

To the artists at Revolver: if you 
want your work published, and at the 
same time want to join the movement to 
stuff the tunnei-visioned geeks who shut 

you down.get it touch with us at The 

Heavy Stuff! 




- M. Gilliland (Attack International) 
This i&aj'&ew editions of the book 
that was first published in 1986. This 
■ edition is a rauch smarter book, with a 
new cover that is more attractive, a 
better: iayb|||rirt : types|iii: 

The Frilf livery good story; the 

; : : ; ||||ai#inwll||i; ifid ■th|-ending- : d|e$ 
;piie: : ta|pK 


This is nota blueprintfor a revolution, 
however. There are improbable 
occ urrences that don’t bear up to political 


Read as a story: it’s a very 
entertaining book. 


Available from: Attack International, 
BM 6577, London WC1N3XX 
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tyrannies in lllfern Europe has given 
Class War an unparalleled opportunity: 
to well and troifillbu^ Pi&s onto the 
centre stage of the European political 
agenda, well avvayfromthe tefty fringes. 

; :|n East Germany, Czechoslovakia, 
and elsewhere, the brief honeymoon 
With Western: capitalism is already over 

disillusioned workers are realising that 
they are being provided with nothing 
better than the Stalinism of Hoenecker 
and Ceaucescu. They aren't going to sit 
back and embrace capitalism, when all 
it'll do isto make afast buck out Of them, 
just like their previous ruling class did. 

Just asintheWest, the communist 
anplrbtsllis^ p|rties, rantingand raving, 
aiiliallowingtha: o|d basses pftheEast 
down ;the plughole of history: 
Ol^niSatibnl life piftaht have seen to 

But in stark contrast, the black flags 
of anarchism have surfaced in force, all 
over Russia, Poland, Bulgaria, 
Czechoslovakia and Hungary, becoming 
part of a yipfant andjigificant social 
movement. We must do all that we can 
to be a part of this current, and build a 
truly autonomous class struggle all over 
Europe. 


In 1992, the European Community 
will declare the single market, but its 
irrelevant and foolish of us to wait until 
then to respond to the ruling class and 
its desires • we need to build and 
defend a coherent class struggle 
European movement, right now. 

A movement capable of concerted 
and lasting action across the continent, 
East and West 

Class War delegates have already 
attended conferences in Germany and 
France, while others are about to speak 
throughout Italy. We're concentrating 
on our links with European groups who 
share our political views: in Norway, 
Finland, Denmark,; Spain, Italy, France, 
Holland, Belgium, Greece, Sweden, 
llrpy, Poiand. Hungary and 

^c|ol|psidvaif: 

whfcftQ crea!e:|b!f altemafivesto both 
capitalism ancJlsiate" eprhh||pm. 

Class War groups are appearing 
faster than we caii keep track of them! 
There are iKwaCfessWapg^ppsIhthe 
USAand the New York group has already 
produced its own Class War paper, 
whichwHI become regular. As far afield 


as Hong Kong, delegates are asking 
to attend our conference. 

As a result of so much genuine 
irrte rest (; , .we're - o a' <bog 

conference in Septerhberl991. It'll 
take the form of meetings, rallies and 
events, all over HackCey; inEast fbhdon. 
Delegates from Russia and every 
European country ;:h#e already been 
Invitedto attended discuSsthejf Current 
politifaf situations, strategies and 
methods; and how all of us need to 
develop a unified response. It looks as 
■though :g minimum of 75 people will be 
attending:from Germany alone ■ so get 
your booking in soon!! 

We welcome EVERYONE interested 
in forging a new class struggle 
movement - achievement BEYOND 
Natibrvaiism, Maf$s$jy Syndicalism and 
Separatism;. 

AM&ftoy® project. 

: PGR Ai'lfew SOCIAL 

LO^bb^, ; lM€i^sl>, SEPTEMBER 

Wl. 











































The Class War Federation 
definitely put itself on the map over 
recent months, both physically and 
politically. 

Three excellent conferences already 
in the 90’s have helped this along. We 
discussed and agreed (among other 
things) an approved constitution, the 
development of local and national 
action plans and a ‘New member’s 
pack.’ Look out this summer for a new 
publication, an in depth political 
statement. 

GROWING 

Nationwide we welcomed new 
groups into the Federation from 
Redditch, Redhill, Grays, Doncaster, 
Caister, Edinburgh, Leeds and 
Liverpool as well as active contacts 
from individuals elsewhere. But we 
know there's more of you out there so 
get in touch and get active. 

As for those moaning doubters who’d 
thought we'd turned into lefties or 
would fall apart with our rigorous 
approach: We see our principles 
remain unchanged. That is how our 
organisation thrives; without leaders. 
Instead we rely on the input from each 
and every one of our members. We 
work together to make a future for us 
all. 

Last year started off quietly but along 
came Spring with a bang: on the 31 st 
of March rioting hit central London over 
the Poll Tax. We at Class War were 
over the moon, on national TV saluting 
the working class heroes of the day. 
(Where the Left were is anyone’s 
guess aside for "Supergrass” Militant, 
but that's another story.) 

The Hotline started glowing white hot 
with calls from ‘Clive Anderson Talks 


Back’ to the Economist wanting a 
comment / appearance / opinion from 
Class War. You’d have had to be deaf 
and blind not to have noticed us for 
months after the riot. 

In spite of an 'Enemy within’ media 
campaign and rumours of a Met. cops 
rematch, we refused to be intimidated 
off the streets. As a result our 
popularity has grown. Many now see 
our common sense politics as not just 
an option but a necessity. 

NO WAR BUT THE CLASS WAR 

While the left were siding with 
Saddam Hussein we made no 
distinction between various sets of 
world leaders. We said ‘Turn the guns 
on the real enemy’ - Major, Bush, and 
Hussein (Class War 44). Nationally our 
stand against the war gained support 
from many who had no time for the 
radical vicars, peace marches and 
loony lefties who, it seems have 
changed sides yet again and are now 
supporting self- determination for the 
Kurds. 

CLASS WAR 

'Britain’s most unruly tabloid’ has 
really started to realise its potential. 
First of all it increased in size by four 
more pages, then with a technological 
facelift, we produced a new logo, new 
layout with extra colour. We didn’t mind 
bragging about constantly getting 
letters commenting on the paper's 
improvement both in content and 
appearance. 

Our new centre pages ‘Feature 
section’ being particularly praised. 
Here we were able to feature and 
comment more in depth on issues 
such as The Gulf War, The 
Strangeways siege etc. Certainly as 


Federation members we are proud to 
be selling Class War. In the future we 
plan to publish the paper every month - 
watch out the nationals! 

We’ve also got a nice little sideline in 
merchandise; Class War mugs, 
stickers, badges, posters and T shirts. 
Our Anti-poll Tax packs were 
outstandingly popular. In total over 
100,000 ‘Fuck the poll tax ‘stickers 
were produced and distributed. 

Much of this has been possible due 
to the hard work of the Surrey group as 
well as the Federation as a whole. The 
paper collective, National and 
international secretaries, Treasurer, 
Regional organisers and all the 
membership have worked hard to build 
a solid platform for Class War to go 
into the 90’s, and thanks to Tyneside’s 
work we’re looking forward to a new 
and more regular 'Heavy Stuff.’ 

In the ‘Run down Kenneth Clarke' 
paper, last year we said “Our time has 
come.” We still believe this, call us 
arrogant bastards, we don’t care. 
Class War is now the largest 
revolutionary working class 
organisation in Britain. The Left's so 
called leadership have shown again 
and again that they are neither 
revolutionary or working class. 


So Got Active, Get 
Organised, Get in touch. 




















































































